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INTRODUCTION ae EI | 
ilite The. Conference commenced with an address by abs z py Oiteti1. 


After outlining the past development.of rural statistics, nestréssed the 
necessity for greater standardisation in the design of A. and P. forms as 

a step towards improving rural statistical methods and results. This would 
be essential in order to meet the ever-increasing statistical needs at 
state, national, and international levels. While a great many problems 
existed in rural statistics, these could be eventually overcome by combined 
efforts such as this Conference, which had been convened to consider form 
re-design. Mr. O'Neill concluded with a brief reference to the potential 

of computer processing, and emphasised that immediate obstacles and problems 
should not be allowed to obscure the eventual benefits. 


MAIN CATEGORIES OF USERS, AND THE INTEGRATED DEVELOPMENT OF THE A. AND P. 
COLLECTION 


2. Central Office introduced Conference Paper 2(i) on the overall 
needs and future development of rural statistics which was intended as a 
background document to the immediate task of re-designing State A. and P. 
forms. There was a brief discussion on the content of this paper during 
which States outlined the extent and nature of the demand for rural statistics 


in their respective States. 
ACCOUNTING FOR THE FARM SECTOR 


36 Mr. R. W. Fergie introduced Conference Paper 2(ii) which contained 
@ comprehensive account of the place of rural statistics within the national 
accounting framework. This outlined the connection between rural statistics 
and national accounting, and considered thereciprocal relationship between 

the two systems. The paper briefly outlined the nature and boundaries of 
sector accounts, and emphasised the concept of a total system of statistics 

of which rural statistics were an integral part. 
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4. This paper was considered in some detail and a discussion took 
g place on some of its implications. It was generally agreed that it was a 
‘ ‘most useful basis for future work in rural statistics in relation to the 
national statistical system. 


TECHNICAL INFORMATION FOR THE FARM SECTOR 


le Central Office introduced Conference Paper 2(iii), a further 
information paper, which aimed to pin-point some of the more significant 
problem areas of the A. and P. collection to which attention would have to 
be devoted in the future. 


Farm Financial Data 


6. Following Conference Paper 2(iii) an account was given of recent 
efforts by Central Office to institute a regular mailed Survey of Farmers! 
Current Operating Expenditure, including a description of a pilot-test survey 
carried out in Orange, N.S.W., in July, 1966. 


RE-DESIGN OF A. AND P. FORM 
Introduction 


Te Central Office opened the Conference proceedings on form re-design 
by relating the need for re-design of the A. and P. forms to the overall 
future development of rural statistics envisaged in the Conference papers 
considered under Agenda Item 2. The establishment of greater uniformity in 
form design was seen as an important first step to be achieved before pro~ 
ceeding to investigate the many outstanding problems concerning definitions, 
concepts, methods of collection, etc., which would be given greater attention 
over the next few years. The immediate task of attempting greater uniformity 
was to be limited to achieving standardization in the sectionalization and 
order of sections on forms, in the content of each section, and in the lay-out 
of reported data. While it was recognised that even within these limitations 
for the 1966-67 forms, problems of definition, etc., would be encountered 
which, strictly speaking, lay outside the purvieu of the Conference, it was 
felt that a workable re-design of forms could be achieved. 


8. The main benefits to be derived from the adoption by all States 
of a basically uniform form were that:- 


(i) While farming activities and statistical requirements in the 
2 States differed to a certain degree, the diversity was not 
sufficient to warrant the existing differences in State'forms. 
As stated in Conference Paper 2(i), rural statistics have to 
serve the full spectrum of state, national and international 
needs, and these interests could best be satisfied by developing a 
co-ordinated system of rural statistics throughout Australia. 


(ii) Greatruniformity would facilitate.a common approach to the 
various problems which would need to be investigated in the 
future development of the A. arid P. collection. 

‘ 


(iii) Any advance towards uniformity would relieve A.D.P. resources 
presently needed to accommodate State differences. which could 
be applied with greater advantage to the States, in developing 
the potential of computer processing more fully. 


(iv) If the degree of uniformity proposed for 1966-67 was achieved 
by the Conference, the first steps might be taken towards 
establishing a standard system of coding of A. and P. items 
for Australia as a whole. 


iS) A brief discussion ensued on the need for greater uniformity 
of form design, during which the State views on the proposal were stated 


as follows:- 


New South Wales agreed in principle while emphasising that any 
re-design snould take full account of possible developments towards 
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more fragmented collection procedures (abridged forms, etc.) in the 
future. 


Victoria agreed in principle and supported the view already expressed 
that differences in farming activities in the States would not appear 
to justify the existing differences between State-collection forms. 
It also recognised that the long-term advaritages to be gained from a 
unified national approach would far outweigh the impact on States of 
the changes necessary in the immediate future. 


Queensland favoured the proposals in principle and mentioned the possi- 
bility of a standard system of item coding. It added that form re-design 
on an overall basis was more desirable than a piece-meal approach. 


South Australia agreed that greater uniformity was desirable for the 
same reasons put forward by Victoria, although it expressed reservations 
in regard to certain areas of the form. It also emphasised the need for 
farsightedness in order to restrict changes arising from future deve- 
lopments to a minimun. 


Western Australia strongly favoured the principle on the grounds that 
in addition to the points already expressed by other States a more 
national approach would increase the status of the collection from 

the farmers' stand point. Despite the strain on resources which future 
changes would impose, it would more than compensated by the resulting 
improvement in the long-term. 


Tasmania fully supported the move towards a more uniform form for the 
reasons generally made by other States. 


10. Central Office noted that there was complete agreement in principle 
to the proposal for a more uniform A. and P. form, while bearing in mind the 
remarks of individual States. 


CONSIDERATION OF FORM RE-DESIGN PROPOSALS 


te (Central Office Note:- Although separate Conference Papers were 
prepared on the different aspects of form re-design for consideration in 

Agenda sequence, as anticipated, considerable overlapping o curred during 
Conference discussions between the subject matter of these Papers. For this 
reason it seemed advisable to consolidate this report of Conference proceedings 
in respect of Agenda items 3, 4 and 6 under the various headings of the form's 
sections, and in the order which was finally agreed. ) 


Area of Holding 


Vo Discussions of this section revolved around the questions of 
whether a separate section was needed on individual State forms, and 

secondly, whether it should include information on land disposals, acquisitions 
and tenancies already collected elsewhere on forms. 


130 With regard to the first point, only N.S.W. and Tasmania currently 
adopted a separate section to which great importance was attached by both 
States for the purpose of area checking on receipt of returns. The location 
of this section as the first on both forms was considered essential by both 


States. 


14. Victoria, Queensland and Western Australia obtained the area of 
a holding from the total of items reported in their respective Land 
Utilization sections, but expressed initial doubts regarding the need for 
a@ separate section. In South Australia, the area of holding was inserted 


during the clerical editing procedure. 


15.6 With regard to the second issue, the discussion developed into 

an exchange of information on the use of reported disposals and acquisitions 

of land. All States considered this information important as a means of 

reconciling and controlling the reported area of holding with their collection 

records. Follow-up querying of irreconcilable changes in area were undertaken 

at varying: times during and after the collection processing period ee 
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Wto individual State practice. N.S.W. expanded on the use of the 
information collected on tenancies, which not only assisted farmers' 
understanding of disposals and acquisitions, but helped to maintain and 
extend the coverage of the collection. 


NG As there appeared to be advantages in locating this information 
together it was generally agreed that all States would include an Area of 
Holding section as the first section on their respective forms. It would 
include an area of holding item together with other information on disposals, 
acquisitions, and tenancies (if required) in a form similar to that set out 
in Appendix 6A. The area of -holding item would be coded , but it was 
left to each State to decide whether coding of other data in this section 
was necessary for 1966-67. 


Persons Working on Holding 


17. It was generally agreed that, despite the present shortcomings 

in the reporting of data on these items, they should nevertheless be retained 
on all State forms. Further, it was decided that the above heading for this 
section was preferable to alternative section headings in use in that it 
could help to convey to informants that owners, managers, etc., working on 

a holding should be included. 


18. The form lay-out for permanent and temporary workers was 
substantially uniform for all States, with the exception of Victoria and 
Queensland, both of which agreed to effect amendments to conform with the 
sectional treatment practised by other States. 


Wages and Salaries 


bole As the dissection of wages and salaries into male and female 
served no useful purpose it was decided that all States would only collect 
total figures for permanent and temporary workers, respectively, in the 
future. Queensland also agreed to amend the location of its present wages 
and salaries itemsto form one section. 


20. Arising from reports from some States that punching difficulties 
had been encountered in 1965-66 due to indistinct and incorrect reporting 
in dollars and cents, it was agreed that the following data-field lay-out 
should help to alleviate this problem - § .... -00 


Residents on Holding 


21. This subject was already treated uniformly in all States. It 
was agreed that the above.section heading was preferable. 


Machinery 


CAc The point was made that, in view of the annual changes in the 
triennially collected machinery items, it might provide more flexibility 

if this section were to be located at the end of the form. However, it 

was felt that considerations of convenient form design should not override 
the best location from the informant's viewpoint. The fact that some type 
of machinery existed on’ most holdings suggested that this section would be 
best located near other general farm information. For these reasons it was 
agreed that machinery should be located as shown in Appendix 3A as part of 
the general information on the.holding. 


236 ae Discussion then turned to the content and lay-out of both 

triennially and annually collected items in the Machinery section. It 
was agreed that the order of annual collected items should be as shown 
in Appendix 6A, subject to the following revisions:- 


(i) Grain and Seed Harvestors should precede Grain Drills. 


(ii) Rotary Hoes and Tillers should appear as two items (self 
contained power unit and tractor mounted or trailing types). 
with the annually collected items despite the fact that they ° 
were due for treatment as triennial items in 1966-67. an 
alternative location at the end of triennially collected 
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Cultivating Implements was considered undesirable as it could 
e lead to informants also reporting this type of machinery under 
a the preceding item - Other Types of Cultivating Implement. 


(iii) Other annual machinery items only collected by certain States 
should be located after the annual items collected by all Staves. 
It was felt that it would be beneficial for some standard order 
of all annual machinery items to be established. Central Office 
undertook to attend to this. 


24. While it was recognised that the collection of farm machinery 
statistics was in need of a review, such a task lay outside the purpose of 
the present Conference and this section of the A. and P. form should continue 
to be based for the time being on the policy laid down by ‘the 1955 A. and P. 
Conference. 


Value of Goods Used 


Zc It was agreed that this section, which only exists on the 
Western Australian form, would be located with the other general information 
on the holding, preferably after the Wages and Salaries section. 


Land Utilization 


26. The inclusion of a Land Utilization section on forms was the 
subject of much attention at various stages of the Conference discussions, 
as its inclusion in, or exclusion from, each State form has basic implicat- 
ions for the treatment of several other sections of the respective forms, 
particularly those relating to crop and pasture items. 


Cilke Briefly, all States except New South Wales and South Australia 
currently included a Land Utilization section comprising generally comparable 
component items. In some cases certain other sections of the form were 
designed in such a way that the total area of crops could be aggregated and 
reconciled with individual Land Utilization items. New South Wales and 

South Australia did not include a Land Utilization section, and their 
treatment of crops differed in that main crops, or groups of crops, were 
presented under individual sections on their respective forms, no attempt 
being made to aggregate to a total area of all crops for reconciliation 
purposes. 


28. Central Office had proposed that this section should be adopted 
by all States, comprising the following minimum data:- 

Area of Crops. 

Land lying Fallow. 

Sown Grasses and Clovers (or equivalent). 

Balance of Holding. 

Total Area of Holding. 


The following reasons were given in support of this proposal:- 


(i) There was an important need for land utilization data on a 
uniform basis both for national and international purposes. 


(ii) While problems existed in the collection of land utilization 
data the establishment of the section, if only on a minimum basis 
at first, would at least provide a common starting-point for 
conducting investigations of these problems in all States. 


(iii) Inclusion of the section would encourage the farmer to account 
for all activity on the area of his holding and improve the 
accuracy of reporting of certain individual types of farming 
activity. 


2or New South Wales was firmly opposed to adopting the proposal on 

a number of grounds. It maintained that the definitional problems were at 
present too great for the resulting data to be reliable, and referred in 
particular to the problem of double-cropping and the indistinct nature of 
pasture land. The view was expressed that the farmer should not be expected 
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to aggregate items and effect reconciliation on the form particularly as 
@ the required data could be obtained by computer aggregation of individual 
y ‘items. 


30. South Australia was dubious about the reliability of any land 
utilization data. However, despite this view, it would be prepared to adopt 
a Land Utilization section if this meant achieving uniformity over all 
States. 


Bilge The other four States reported on their experience with this 
section of their forms. While it was generally acknowledged that it was 
not entirely satisfactory at present, it was obvious that it was of value 
as a means of cross-checking data, ascertaining the extent of double 
cropping, ensuring that all land was accounted for, and generally assisted 
in obtaining more accurate reporting by the farmer. 


32. Further discussions on this subject emphasised the need for a 

much closer investigation of factual information on land utilization data. 

The matter was left on the understanding that New South Wales and, as a 

consequence, South Australia would not include the section on their 1966-67 

forms. The other States agreed that the most appropriate location for the 
section would be immediately before the Crops Section. | 


Crops, Crop Varieties and Forecasts 


33. _ The main consideration to be considered by the Conference 
regarding crop items was whether all States could collect the area and 
production data for crops within one section, possibly divided into a 

number of sub-groupings of crops, which could be aggregated to a total 

area of all crops. As stated above, this question was closely inter-related 
with the land utilization issue and would have greater implications for 

the New South Wales and South Australian forms than those of the other 

States which already generally complied with the proposed treatment of 

crop items. 


Byilc A problem to be overcome by New South Wales and South Australia 
in order to implement this proposal was that certain crop varieties and 
forecast data were currently located with the particular crop concerned. 
There appeared to be three possible solutions :- 


(i) The adoption of supplementary collectiorsof crop varieties 
and forecasts. 


(ii) The re-location of varieties and forecast items to 
separate sections at the end of a crop section on the main 
form. 


(Get) The retention of varieties and forecast items adjacent to the 
relevant crop items and the adoption of staggered data columns 
to permit area data to be aggregated for the Crop section as a 
whole. 


35. ; Both States felt that (i) could not be implemented at the 
present time due to the large number of cereal growers involved, while 

(ii) was not acceptable on the grounds that the existing location of 
varieties and forecast items was better from the viewpoint of the informant 
and in interests of good reporting. After examination of (iii) it was 
decided that this treatment would be too unwieldy. Furthermore it was 
agreed that, in the case of varieties, a further alternative of using 
sample surveys would not be entirely satisfactory due to the likelihood 

of new varieties being missed. 


261s The other four States were in favour of collecting crop 
forecast data under a separate section following the Crops section. 

As for varieties, Victoria intended to continue its supplementary 
collections; Queensland did not collect this data at present; Westerm 
Australia was considering incorporating cereal varieties on its main form 
aS @ separate section instead of the present Department of Agriculture 
form issued with the main form; and Tasmania intended to continue to 
collect Oats varieties triennially under a separate main form section. 
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By After much discussion it appeared that rather that attempt a 
compromise for the sake of uniformity, which would only partially satisfy 
211 States, two basic approaches to crops - that of New South Wales and 


South Australia, and that of the other four States as outlined above - would 
be followed in 1966-67. Central Office recommended that further consideration 
should be given to the possibility of standardizing the treatment of crops 

for all States in the 1967-68 forms. 


Sisko With regard to the order in which crop items appeared, either 
within a consolidated Crop section or as separate crop sections, it was 
agreed that the following order would be adhered to on all State forms 
whenever applicable:- 


Cereals pr 
Lucerne MO frm Sy 
Vegetables for fodder ind \ , 
Other fodder crops fi f oe i 
Field peas Hi eS ae 


Sugar cane eee Psp 
Other Crops A <— AS 
QS ee 
39. It was appreciated that certain difficult“argas-rémained to 


be solved in the future. However, as stated in the Conference papers, it 
was felt that the achievement of a generally standard order and location 
of crop items was a step towards facilitating a common approach to these 
problems in the future. 


AO. Central Office recommended that in the interest of helping 
the informant to become more familiar with the form, clear headings for 
suitable groups of. items should be used wherever this was practical. 


Vegetables 


4s All States were in favour of establishing a standard order of 
items in the Vegetable section. It was agreed that Potatoes should appear 
first, after which the specified items in each State would appear in alpha- 
betical order. 


42. It was also agreed that data on vegetable seed production should 
be collected immediately after Vegetables for Human Consumption. 


Fruit 


Bye No real issues existed regarding the Fruit sections of State 
forms which, with a few minor modifications, would fit into the proposed 
re-designed form. It was decided that there was no need to retain the item - 
Seville and Poorman Oranges. It was noted by Central Office that the Fruit 
sections presented another area in which some standard ordering of items 
could well be achieved at the present time. 


Pastures 


Ad. It was agreed, that, subject to a few amendments, the respective 
State form sections containing pasture items would be satisfactory for 
1966-67. However, it was noted that some attention to the nature of the 
pasture data collected would be needed in the future. 


Artificial Fertilizers 


ING). No substantial changes were required to the Artificial Fertilizer 
section of each State form for 1966-67, although this was another subject 
which should be reviewed in the future due to the increasing importance of 
new types of superphosphate and other types of fertilizers, particularly 
nitrogenous fertilizers. One desirable feature would be the establishment 

of a uniform period to which the collection related in all States. 


Irrigation 


46. It was agreed that the existing Irrigation sections in use in all 
States, except New Youth Wales and Victoria, required no alteration for the 
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purpose of form re-design, although the overall subject of irrigation 
statistics would also need investigation in the future. New South Wales 
oer Victoria both expressed their intention of collecting irrigation data 
in their 1966-67 collection. New South Wales added that its interest lay 
imore in sources and methods of irrigation rather than the area of various 


crops irrigated. 


Cereals held on holding 


Aes All States which normally collected this information agreed to 
group the relevant items into a distinct section on their respective forms. 


Hay and Ensilage 


48. All States already collected fairly comparable information on 
hay and ensilage and agreed to group the relevant items into a separate 
section. 


Consumption of Crop and Pasture Production 


49. The demand for more reliable data on on-farm usage of farm 
products by both the Bureau and other bodies, and the difficulty in 
obtaining this information, was generally acknowledged by the Conference. 
New South Wales, South Australia, and Tasmania agreed to continue to devote 
an appropriately headed section to this data, subject to certain modific-' 
ations, and Victoria undertook to introduce this section on its form. 
Rueensland would include a similar section subject to space considerations. 
Western Australia did not intend to introduce such a section at present as 
the value of fodder was obtained in its Value of Goods Used section. 


Livestock 


DOr The existing Livestock and related sections on State forms 
required little modification of content and lay-out, although some re-ordering 
of these sections was necessary in most States to accord with the agreed 
unfform arrangement. The only points of note to emerge from consideration 

of the Livestock sections are set out below. 


Dillte Victoria agreed to change from an annual to a triennial 
collection of sheep breeds. South Australia wish to continue collecting 
this information annually up to and including 1967-68, after which it would 
only be collected triennially. Tasmania wished to continue to collect 
sheep breeds annually on the A. and P. form as, due to the higher proportion 
of breeds other than Merino in the State, and continual changes in the 
importance of the various breeds, it was easier to reconcile sheep breed 
statistics annually, rather than triennially. 


oc It was agreed that the order of items in the Livestock 
Slaughterings and Deaths sections should follow the order of the relevant 
livestock sections on the form. 


536 In accordance with a Central Office recommendation it was agreed 
that all States would collect data, at least triennially, on the total number 
of horses, commencing in 1966-67. 


FLEXIBILITY OF THE RE-DESIGNED FORM 


54. Despite the considerable progress achieved by the Conference 
towards a more standard form, in terms of sectionalization and order of 
items, a great deal of future investigational work would be necessary as 
part of the longer-term development of rural statistics before ultimate 
standardization could be achieved. For this reason, a certain amount of 
flexibility would exist in the content of State forms in the immediate 
future in accordance with established State practice. This would relate 
to such aspects as section and item descriptions, period or.seasonal dates 


to which collected data referred, eto. 
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APPROVAL OF STATE DRAFTS OF RE-DESIGNED FORMS 


> 

f 55. With a view to clarifying the implications of Conference 
decisions for State forms, each State prepared a preliminary draft of 
its 1966-67 A. and P. form. These were considered and approved at the 
Conference. 


STANDARD CODING OF STATE A. AND P. ITEMS 


56. During the Conference discussions onthe re-design of State 

A. and P. forms, consideration was given to the feasibility of establishing 
a standard system of item coding for all States. While it was apparent that 
a number of deep-rooted problems needed attention before all sections of the 
form were uniform, nevertheless it was felt that a sufficient degree of 
uniformity had been achieved at the Conference to form the basis on which 

to establish a standard system of coding. It was therefore agreed that 
iCentral Office A. and P. and ADP officers would develop a coding system 
afor use in the 1966-67 collection. 


Dilke The differences which still remained between State forms in 
the order and location of individual items meant that it would not be 
possible for strict sequence of items codes to be maintained. Although 
this would mean that no computer check would be possible on the sequence 
of item codes, ADP advised that the validity of item codes could be 
adequately safe-guarded by means of a system of check digits included in 
the item codes. All States agreed that this facility should be provided 
in the coding system devised by Central Office. 


PROPOSED REVISIONS OF A. AND P. FORMS ARISING FROM ADP CONSIDERATIONS 


she Although the prime purpose of the Conference was to consider 
the re-design of A. and P. forms from a subject-matter viewpoint, the con- 
tinued future development of the ADP system deemed it advisable to give 
consideration to the requirements of the form as an ADP document, as 
contained in Conference Paper 5. Reference to some of these aspects 

had been made during earlier considerations (on Papers 3,4, and 6). The 
following is a summary of the main points of discussion arising from 
Conference Paper 5. 


Size of Forms 


59. It was obvious from earlier discussion that the adoption of a 
4- page form could not be achieved by all States in 1966-67. Moreover, it 
was generally agreed that good form lay-out should take preference over 
restriction of a form to 4 pages. Where it was not possible to contain 
the form within 4 pages, a booklet-type form would be more suitable for 
punching purposes than the multi-fold type. 


60. There was a general exchange of information by the States on 
the implications of form size and structure on their respective collection 
procedures, such as folding, enveloping, and punching. Central Office 
concluded this discussion by recommending that there should be a concerted 
effort to achieve greater standardization in the size of forms after the 


1966-67 Census. 


Item Codes 


Giz As reported above, the standard coding of State items would 
provide an adequate substitute facility (the check digit) to replace the 
sequential character of existing item codes. 


62. ADP emphasised the importance of States ensuring that the 

type of print font selected for section and item codes was suitable for 

use by punching staff. All States agreed to the location of item codes 

to the left of the data-fields to which they related, and that, as far 

as possible, item codes would be directly located underneath one another 

to facilitate their location by punching staff. The practice of providing 


a column for item codes was recommended. However, it was noted that a 
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double column treatment of items was unavoidable at present in the case of 
cereal varieties in New South Wales. 


Data-Fields 


63% All States were requested to review the adequacy of the space 
provided on their forms for the reporting of data. 


Proposed Revisionsof Lay-out of Item Codes and Data-Fields 


64. The various points included under this heading in Conference 
Paper 5 had all received full attention during the earlier form re-design 
discussions. 


Aspects of Form Design arising from State Editing Procedures 


Gia From time to time during the Conference, reference,was made to 
States' form design requirements in relation to their respective editing 
procedures, with particular reference to the use of arithmetic checks. 
Central Office A. and P. and ADP staff advocated that arithmetic checking 
of forms should be a computer function and that clerical or comptometrist 
effort in this direction should be kept to a minimum. However, a number 
of States did not concur with this view on the grounds of the possible 
heavier load of work involved in amending arithmetic errors detected by 
the computer. It was apparent that efforts should be made to investigate 
the real implications of using only the computer to undertake arithmetic 
checks in all States, including the use of error tolerances and automatic 
adjustment of totals. 


66. There was little support from the States for the provision 
and use of "hash" totals on forms as a means of ensuring that all data 
was punched. Central Office considered that some alternative means of 
achieving this check needed to be investigated. 


FORM ADDRESSING AND INDICATIVE INFORMATION 


Ore Conference Paper 7, which had been prepared primarily as an 
information paper on these subjects at this stage in the development of 
the ADP system, was discussed. 


Form Addressing 


68. While no decision had yet been made on the timing of the 
introduction of the form addressing function to the ADP system, Conference 
Paper 7 outlined likely requirements and developments in the long-term. 
Particular attention was given to the Cheshire 514 equipment to be used 
for form addressing by Victoria in the future. : 


Indicative Information 
69. There was a general discussion regarding the most appropriate 
regional basis on which to develop holding indicative information in the 


future. Further investigation and consultation would be carried out on 
this aspect in the future. 


PROPOSED CONFERENCE ON A. AND P. ADP SYSTEM 


70. Concluding the Conference, Central Office suggested that it 
would be highly beneficial for a Conference of Central and State A. and P. 
and ADP officers to be held in Canberra later in the year to review the 
operation of the A. and P. ADP system for the 1965-66 Census, and discuss 
the future development of the system. The States unanimously agreed with 


107. 


this proposal, and it was decided that the Conference would take place during 
‘ November, 1966. Central Office would confirm the Conference date as 


soon as possible. All States undertook to document information and 
experience on the operation of the 1965-66 system in accordance with 
Central Office directions. This material would be co-ordinated into 
Conference documents by Central Office and circulated to all States in 
advance of the Conference. 


